
22

should be denied to our vastly more numerous civil population.
It is simply the extension of these benefits that we have at
heart. I will only further presume to occupy your time by
noticing, very briefly, some few objections which have been
advanced against any public interference in this matter. It
has been objected, then, that inasmuch as the disease in

question is the consequence and punishment of wilful vice and
depravity, it is therefore undeserving of human help or pity.
But surely this is a hard, an uncharitable, erroneous, and most
presumptuous doctrine. Not so were the sufferings of mankind
discriminated by the great Physician of the body and the soul,
whose mission on earth was the healing of sinners, and there-
fore embraced within its beneficent scope, without distinction,
every unit of the whole human race. Nor is it true that, as
the objection presupposes, the disease is in all cases self-
inflicted, or the bitter fruit of the sufferer’s own evil courses.
Scores of blameless wives are made miserable by it for life.
Hundreds of innocent infants annually are blighted or de-
stroyed by it. The sins of the fathers are felt by the un-
offending children, even in the third and fourth generation.
The supporters of this objection must, I think, be but few in
number. Indeed, although I have heard of it, I have not my-
self met with anyone who seriously maintained it. Again, it ’,
has been said that the very recognition, by the authorities,
and the notoriety consequent upon that public recognition, of
the existence of the class of persons by whom the disease is
chiefly kept up and disseminated, would shock the delicacy,
and be injurious to the morals, of the nation. But is it
reasonable, is it not even ridiculous, to allege that this class
can thus be made more notorious than it already is, when we
call to mind the open and shameful way in which it is per-
mitted to flaunt and obtrude itself, night and day, throughout
our streets ? Indeed, one object of legislative interference
ought to be to forbid this indecent and corrupting publicity.
Observe, however, that no licensing of any kind is asked for
or contemplated, nor any police arrangement that could be
construed as even indirectly countenancing the great social
evil. It is, at first sight, a more plausible objection that the
security-the freedom from risk-derivable from the preventive
and curative measures recommended, would virtually operate
as an encouragement to the vice which is the immediate parent
of the disease. But whatever force there may be in this ob-
jection-and I, for one, think it has been made far too much
of-is more than counterbalanced by the certain good which
is known to accrue to suffering women from their being brought
into contact with persons both able and willing to aid them in
escaping from their wretched mode of life ; and, again, by the
great check to the spread of the disease, and the easier cure,
which its early detection would furnish. Nor can it be said
that the regulations which we are desirous that the Govern-
ment should enforce imply any unjustifiable encroachment
upon that liberty about which Englishmen are proverbially so
jealous. Civil liberty has been well defined as being " free-
dom to do what we will consistently with the interest of the
community to which we belong." There is, therefore, no in-
fringement of civil liberty in the existing law which makes it
penal, except under certain rare occasions of strong necessity,
to inoculate for the small-pox, or to suffer persons labouring
under that disorder to appear in public to the manifest danger
of others. Still less, then, can it be reckoned an undue re-
striction upon personal liberty to legislate against the propaga-
tion of a disease that is so far worse and more perilous than
small-pox in that, unlike small-pox, it is transmissible from
the parents to the oifspring, especially when the requisite com-
pulsion has in it no penal element or quality at all, but is es-

sentially and purely heneficial, not only to the public, but to
the person upon whom the restrain is put. What is needed

may be briefly comprehended under two heads : hospitals for
the reception and detention of diseased persons, and police, or
other regulations, authorising the necessary inspections. Our
cause is, in truth, so strong and holy as to warrant the con-
fident belief that when party strife shall have subsided, and
our legislators (with respect to those present be it spoken) shall
again betake themselves to their proper functions of providing
for the exigencies of the common weal, the measures we ask
for, and other sanitary measures, will be readily and liberally
granted, in the spirit of that sound, wise, and ancient maxim,
Salus populi suprema lex."
Lord LIFFORD, in proposing the first resolution, said he was I

glad to have the opportunity of saying that he would give Ievery support in his power to the Association. A committee I
of the House of Lords had been taking most valuable evidence, Iand were ready to agree to their report. Then the great and
real work of the Association would begin. He was not in a

position to mention the exact contents, or the kind of evidence
taken, but he would state that whether the committee had
been of use or not would depend upon what the Association did
through its branches in town and country districts. Before
very long, however, he believed that there will cxist the power
to extend the operation of the Act to every town which shall
come forward to demand it.

Sir JOHN SIMEON seconded the resolution.
Mr. MITFORD, M.P., returned thanks on behalf of the

Committee.
Mr. C. WARING, M.P., moved the next resolution, which

recommended formally the necessity for an extension of the
Act to the population at large.

Sir JOHN BOWRING moved the next resolution, that a peti-
tion be presented to Parliament in favour of the objects of the
meeting. This was seconded by the Rev. Mr. Nelson.

Dr. POLLOCK, in proposing a vote of thanks to the chair.
man, incidentally deprecated the practice of writing " sensa-
tion letters."

Mr. QUAIN, in seconding it, pointed out that further legis-
lation in regard to the extension of the Act could in no way
benefit the profession pecuniarily, but must act in a reverse
way. The resolutions were all unanimously carried.
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THE Council re-assembled at two o’clock, Dr. Burrows,
President, in the chair.
The debate on Mr. Syme’s motion for the appointment of a

Committee on Education was resumed.
Dr. PARKES said the debates of last year had been perfectly

barren of results, as all debates of that kind were apt to be.
If a committee was appointed to bring the different rays of
light into a focus and give direction to the deliberations of the
Council some action would be possible. Dr. Parkes then, in
reference to the criticisms of Mr. Syme, explained why he had
published his recent pamphlet. One reason was the fact that,
although the subject had been brought before the Council on
several occasions by many of its most eminent members, it had
with strange reluctance turned from the consideration of it.
He did not know to what to ascribe that reluctance ; he could
not ascribe it to indifference, to over-caution, or fear, but it
was the fact that the Council had up to the tenth year of its
service hardly given any serious attention to the methods of
medical education. The initiative of the matter was passing
out of the hands of the Council. Owing to its delay, men
outside were taking up the question, and would speedily deal
with it. The subject, instead of proceeding, as it should, from
the Council to the profession, appeared likely to come from the
profession to the Council. He was anxious that the Council
should avoid that course, which he considered to be detri-
mental to its interest and its honour. If his pamphlet had had
no other effect than that of inducing Mr. Syme to bring forward
his motion, it had answered his purpose. Mr. Syme said
that he (Dr. Parkes) desired to teach from particulars, whereas
he (Mr. Syme) would teach from generals. When he listened
to that observation he could scarcely believe his ears. Mr.
Syme was, perhaps, the very best teacher of surgery in the
wotid, and what was the method be pursued ? The plan was
to bring patient after patient before the class to show how they
walked, to point out the various details of the different cases,
and then to sum up in a very clear and rapid generalisation
the points which he desired particularly to impress upon the
students. Like every good teacher, he proceeded from par-
ticulars to generals. He believed the difference between Mr.
Syme and himself arose merely from the circumstance that
they had been looking at the two sides of a shield, or that
there had been some obscurity in the mode in which he (Dr.
Parkes) had expressed himself. Sir D. Corrigan’s amendment
proposed to leave out the very pith and marrow of Mr. Syme’s
motion, for if the committee did not report upon the methods
of medical tuition, its labours would be of little or no value.
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He would rather have no committee at all than vote for the
amendment.

Dr. THm.1S0N said he quite agreed with Dr. Parkes in
deprecating any detailed discuss)on upon the subjects which
would engage the attention of the committee, but he thought it
right to express his decided opinion that a revision of the
mode of teaching was one of the duties which ought to be at-
tended to by the Council. The Council should show in what
manner the different subjects should be taught so as to be of
the greatest advantage to the student.

Dr. SHARPEY said that if the views taken by Dr. Andrew
Wood were expressed in the resolution-namely, that the
Committee should collect information during the recess and take
the views of teachers upon the various points, and then report I
to the Council the result of their inquiries, upon which some
recommendations might afterwards be founded, he (Dr.
Sharpey), would prefer the motion to the amendment.

Dr. A. Smrrg approved of Dr. Sharpey’s suggestion. He
considered it would be a very serious loss if the subject were
omitted from the consideration of the committee. No fixed
rule could be laid down as to the method of teaching, but a
great deal of good might be done by the various professors and
teachers of the country conferring together during the recess.
He thought the mode of conducting examinations should be
dealt with the very last.
The further discussion of this question was adjourned at

three o’clock in order that the Council might take into con-
sideration the case of Dr. Macdonald, of Glasgow, against
whom a charge of infamous conduct in a professional respect
had been brought. First, in offering to procure for fee or
reward the degree of Doctor of Medicine from Pennsylvania
College; second, in offering to procure for fee or reward the
degree of Doctor of Medicine from the University of Giessen ;
third, in falsely pretending to hold a commission from the said
University of Giessen for inviting young persons, aspirants for
the degree of Doctor of Medicine, to Giessen.
The REGISTRAR stated that Dr. Macdonald had been

summoned to appear before the Council, but he was not in
attendance.
The PRESIDENT said it would be the duty of the Council to

proceed with the case in the absence of Dr. Macdonald. He
was informed that there were particulars in the case relating to
other persons which rendered it desirable that the Council
should deliberate in private rather than in public, and it would
be for the Council to determine whether the reporters for the
press should be asked to withdraw.

After some discussion,
Mr. HARGRAVE moved that the reporters be requested to

retire.
Dr. RUMSEY seconded the motion.
Sir DOMINIC CORRIGAN said, if the Council sat with closed

doors, he should, in justice to his own sense of what he thought ’,
right, retire from the room.

Mr. Hargrave’s motion was put, and three members only
voting for it, it was declared to be lost.

Mr. OuvRY then read a lengthened correspondence on the
subject of the charges against Dr. Macdonald, and a long
written defence forwarded to the Council by that gentleman.

Mr. SynME said that, as representing the University from
which Dr. Macdonald had derived his degree, he thought it
incumbent on him to say that sufficient ground had been
shown for the removal of his name from the Register, and he
moved that that course be adopted.

Dr. FLEMING seconded the motion.
Dr. PAGET said that before the Council could come to the

resolution to erase the name of a practitioner from the Register
they must adjudge him guilty of " infamous conduct in a pro-
fessional respect."
Mr. OuvRY suggested that the resolution should be worded

as follows :-" That William Macdonald, of Ewing Place,
359, Argyle-street, Glasgow, M. D. Univ. Edin. 1830, Fell.
Fac. Phys. Surg. Glasg. 1832, is judged by this Council after
due inquiry to have been guilty of infamous conduct in a pro-
fessional respect." 
Mr. SYME said he was perfectly willing to adopt the form of

words suggested by Mr. Ouvry.
Sir D. CORRIGAN proposed the following amendment :-

"That the General Medical Council, however disapproving of
Dr. Macdonald’s conduct, is of opinion that the case before
them is one in which it is the province of the Universities,
which deny that Dr. Macdonald was authorised to act for
them, to proceed against him, should they see fit, and not for
the judgment or intervention of this Council." The resolution

proposed by Mr. Syme could not be sustained as a legal one.

The action of the Council was based on the 29th clause of the
Medical Act, which gave power to the Council to erase from
the Register the name of any medical practitioner who should
be convicted of any felony or misdemeanour, or who should,
"after due inquiry, be adjudged by the General Council to
have been guilty of infamous conduct in any professional re-
spect." Did the conduct of Dr. Macdonald come within that
clause ? He maintained that it did not. Dr. Macdonald had
held himself out as the agent for various foreign bodies. If he
had committed a fraud on those bodies, it was a question be-
tween them and him, and not a subject to be taken up by the
Council.
’ Dr. ApjoHN seconded the amendment.

Dr. ALEX. WOOD said the clause in the Medical Act referred
to offences against the common law of the country, of which
the law itself was the judge, and to offences against the pro-
fession, of which the Council were regarded as the prominent,
judges. The Lord Chief Justice had laid it down that in re-
gard to medical offences they alone were the supreme judges.
It was therefore incumbent upon them to proceed with the
case before them, in order to keep the Register clear of persons
who made themselves infamous by a violation either of the
laws of the country or of the laws which regulated the cha-
racter of the medical profession. The evidence tended to show
that the offences charged against Dr. Macdonald could not
have been committed by any other than a medical man.
Mr. OUVRY, in reply to Dr. Acland, said that the Council

was at liberty to enter into the charge of infamous conduct in
a professional respect, without considering whether the offence
was of such a nature as to subject the person accused to a
criminal prosecution.

Dr. STORRAR referred to the report of a committee appointed
in 1862, declaring that it would not be consistent for the
Council to combine with the duties of judges the functions of
public prosecutors ; and that cases of misconduct should be
taken up by persons unconnected with the Council, who should
be required to produce the necessary evidence. Upon the
broad ground of public policy, he thought the Council ought
to hesitate before proceeding farther in the matter.
The amendment of Sir D. Corrigan was then put to the

Council: 8 members voted in its favour, and 9 against it. The
amendment was therefore declared to be lost.
The original motion was then put, and the numbers voting

were: For the motion, 9; against it, 9. The President gave
his casting vote in favour of the motion.
The resolution was then passed, directing the Registrar to

erase the name of Dr. Macdonald from the Register.
In the absence of the President, Dr. Stokes took the chair

during the remainder of the sitting, and the Council resumed
the adjourned debate on Mr. Syme’s motion.

Dr. STORRAR said he had seconded the amendment, because
he felt that if he supported the original motion he bound him-
self to an approval of the doctrine that the subject of how
medical education should be taught was a proper one to be
referred to a committee, and he very much doubted if that
really came within the province of the Council. He took his
stand upon the principle of liberty of teaching and liberty of 
learning. If he were to point out one of the great causes of
the " backward progress of teaching medicine, he should
say that it was the tyrannous system of certificates, which had
obliged every man to move up to an examination according to-
certain prescribed rules, by means of a cuurse of lectures of so
many months’ duration, delivered for one hour so many times
a week. By laying down a certain formula they would put
aside the individuality which belonged to the better class of
minds. They would practically be saying, "It is no use taking
an elaborate course of chemistry or physiology, or going into
any of those sciences which are tributary to medicine and well
calculated to give broad ideas of it, but you must keep down
to the mere routine level of what is absolutely necessary for
practice." At the very opposite pole of the plan advocated
by Dr. Parkes, as he (Dr. Storrar) understood it, was the
recommendation of Mr. Simon, whose idea was to get rid of
all recommendations whatever, and to allow a man simply to
come to an examination by which the question of his admis-
sion to practise in the profession should be decided. He should
have no objection to the enumeration of subjects and an out-
line of the order in which it would be most advantageous for
the student to study them, but to dictate the precise and par-
ticular mode in which every teacher should communicate his
knowledge, appeared to him to be the wildest and most im-
practicable proposition that had ever been brought before the
Council. The subject could be much better dealt with by the
examining bodies, or even by the schools, than by a committee
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of the Council. He was anxious that the Council should
allow a large amount of healthy elasticity, so as to enable well-
educated young men coming into the profession in some degree
to exercise their choice and bring their individuality into play,
so that they might get their education in the way which ex-
perience in the study of other subjects led them to consider
the best and most profitable for them.

Dr. ACLAND referred to the course he took on this subject in
1864, when he moved the appointment of a committee, to report
at the following meeting of the Council. He was then charged
with wilfully causing delay, but had the committee been

appointed, the Council would at its following meeting have
received a report from it on which it might have based certain
recommendations to the various universities and bodies with
which they were connected.
On the motion of Mr. Cooper, the debate was adjourned.

The following is the substance of the returns ordered to be
entered on the Minutes at yesterday’s meeting of the Council :-

In February, 1868, 49 candidates presented themselves for
commissions in the army; of these 39 passed. The separate
qualifications of the men numbered 101: the successful can-
didates had 81 between them; those who failed, 20. The re-

jections were as follows :-2 out of 8, M.R.C.S.E.; 2 of 6,
L.S.A.L.; 1 of 7, L.E.C.P.Ed.; ditto, L.R.C.S.Ed. ;  5 of 19,
L.K.Q.C.P.I.; 6 of 23, L.R. C. S. I. ; 2 of 9, M. B. T. C. D. ;
1 of 6, M. C. T. C. D. : there being 15 English, 23 Scotch, and
63 Irish candidates. In August, 1867, the candidates were 52;
of these 44 passed, and 8 failed. The number of qualifications
were-amongst the successful, 97; the failed, 16: total, 113.
Of those who failed-there were 2 of 12, M. R. C. S. E. ; 4 of 15,
L.R.C.P.Ed. ; 3 of 8, L.R. C.S.Ed.; 3 of 11, L.K.Q.C.P.I.;
3 of 20, L.R.C.S.I.; 1, Univ. of Edinburgh: there being 22
English, 32 Scotch, and 59 Irish candidates.
In the naval service during 1867, 35 candidates presented

themselves; of these 27 passed. (Latin is now dispensed
with.)
In the Indian service there were 25 candidates, and all passed

in February, 1867. They had between them 53 diplomas :
16 were English, 24 Scotch, and 13 Irish candidates. In

August, 1867, the candidates numbered 16; of these 12 passed.
’The diplomas were thus distrihuted : amongst the successful
were 26 : the rejected, 8-total, 34. 7 were English, 17 Scotch,
.and 10 Irish.

FRIDAY, JUNE 26TH.
The adjourned debate on Mr. Syme’s motion was resumed.
Dr. BENNETT said, the main function assigned to them by

the Act of Parliament was to see that all candidates entering
the profession were possessed of the requisite skill for their
practice, and to attain this end they must take care that the
necessary knowledge was conveyed in the most effective wav.
The most frequent and gravest complaint against the Council
’out of doors was that they had hitherto manifested such a
reluctance to interfere with the licensing bodies. He believed
that the time was now come when action should be taken in
the matter, and he felt sure that ultimately there would be no
serious difficulty in having their recommendations carried out.
With reference to the objection that the difficulties were
insuperable, no doubt there would be considerable difference
of opinion, but if the Council did not grapple with the subject
who could ? Should they allow their functions to be exercised
Ijy others, as they certainly would be if they did not at once
turn their attention to the consideration of the question ? The
’fact of its having been taken up out of doors showed how
dilatory the Council had been. No doubt the committee
would have a very arduous work to do, but he was sure they
would receive ready assistance from all quarters. There had
-been several misconceptions of the object of Mr. Syme’s
motion. It was simply, in the first instance, to bring before
the committee the various ways in which the different topics
of professional knowledge could and should be taught ;
secondly, to obtain the views of the various licensing bodies as
to the effect of giving precedence to one subject over another
in the course of professional studies ; and, finally, it dealt with
the important question of examination. The Council had
already issued regulations with reference to the modes in which
examinations should be carried on, and why should they not 
prepare the ground for issuing regulations as to the mode in
which the teaching should be conducted ? There would

always be a great variety in the methods of conveying instruc-
tion, but it did not follow that a discussion of the question
would not enable them to point out defects in connexion with
the various curricula, of the different licensing bodies. He
.could conceive no more important subject for discussion than

that now before them, or any more urgently needing to be
taken up by the Council. If they neglected to do so now they
would incur a, vfry grave responsibility, and justify many of
the reproaches which were hurled at them for want of efficiency
in the most important function assigned to them by the Act of
Parliament.

Dr. PAGET said his vote would in some measure depend
upon Mr. Syme’s reply to two or three suggestions which had
been made with regard to the motion. He wished to be quite
clear upon the point whether or not the committee would ex-
tend their deliberations beyond the period of the present
sittings of the Courcil ; and also if they would think it their
duty to hear and receive opinions from other teachers besides
those who were members of the Council ? He confessed an
extreme dislike to anything like interference with the liberty
of teaching or any restriction as to the particular mode of in-
struction. It was not in the power of the Council or any
body of men whatever to determine a system of teaching which
should be best under all circumstances. The Council had no
power whatever to coerce the great medical schools of London.
Another point upon which he should like Mr. Syme to express
his opinion was whether he proposed that the recommenda-
tions of the committee should be put in the category of those
which they were prepared to enforce if necessary by appeals to
the Privy Council, or that they should be regarded merely as
suggestions and expressions of opinion, to serve rather as a
guide than an order, allowing great latitude for the actions of
the different bodies.
Mr. C&AElig;SAR HAWKINS thought the committee might acquire

a great deal of valuable information which would be very use-
ful to the profession, by obtaining the opinions of teachers
outside the Council. He believed that if the Council attempted
to lay down any strict rule by which the teacher was to be
guided, they would do a great deal of mischief to the pupils.
The committee should make everything as practical as

possible, and leave a great deal of licence to both teachers and
students. 

’

Dr. STOKES was of opinion that some order in the course of
studies might be indicated, but it should only be indicated,
not forced upon the educational bodies. It was, however, a
question whether certain parts of the medical student’s educa-
tion should not be more or less coercive. Those subjects which
were taught by demonstration, such as anatomy, chemistry,
botany, clinical medicine, and clinical surgery, he believed
ought to be coercive, for the simple reason that, from want of
necessary apparatus, the student could not educate himself in
those departments. He could not have a dead subject, or ex-
pensive chemical apparatus, or a botanical garden, or a num-
ber of pa,tients under medical or surgical treatment in his
room ; and if he did not go where these things were, his edu-
cation would be deficient. He was disposed to vote for the
amendment, because he thought that the modes of teaching
must vary in different places, and all the committee could
possibly do would be to indicate what they considered the best
mode. The committee should be small, should be empowered
to obtain information from any quarter, and every communi-
cation which was considered important should appear in the
appendix to the report.

Dr. QUAIN said he should vote for the amendment because
he thought the proposal contained in the first clause of Mr.
Syme’s motion was one with which the Council had nothing to
do. They were now asked to undertake a voluntary service,
and to come forward as amateurs to draw up a series of regu-
lations or suggestions as to how various subjects should be
taught. What hope or chance was there of getting any
committee to agree upon this point? A pupil might be edu-
cated advantageously, and well fitted for his profession, by
many systems ; and he therefore agreed with Dr. Storrar that
examinations should be the test, and not where a man
acquired his knowledge.

Dr. FLEMING said the Council appeared to be unanimous in
favour of the appointment of a committee, the only difference
of opinion being as to the extent of the duties to be assigned
to it. Y thought that Mr. Syme’s proposition came quite
within the province of the Council. They had gone pretty
fully into the subject of preliminary education, and he saw no
reason why professional education should not be taken up in
like manner.
Mr. SYME, in reply, said that nothing could be further from

his intention than to advocate anything like coercion, but if
the Council entertained decided opinions on the subject of
education, they ought not to hesitate to express them. He
believed that by the next meeting of the Council the committee
would have arrived at something like unanimity with regard


